July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

" new charges and fees npon services npon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certam prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other mesas necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the oaly option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calting card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services. :

Sincerely,

\\\I\p\ S 2081 Y
ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Comunissioner Kath]een Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martit
Commissioner Jonathan Istein
Senator ka-\_g.. >
Senator Y. C,Jg_.q‘ .
Congressperson Ci~——-. \/a..,\ H»bu,
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W. -

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

‘The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuoals to stay in touch in thelr communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards,
approximately 43% of Latino households use them, Indeed, half of the households with incomes

- below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so preva.lent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers bostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephOne service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
bouseholds who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected™ as we look for
Jjobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficianies of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

incerely,

ot PRI 448 .'

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissiouer J Adelstein :
Senator 50w
Senator T,

Gl

Congressperson sa Or‘{'n,
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federa] Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W,

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. ’

T understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumners
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Ralsmg the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone corpamnies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look ont for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Sincerely,

ALLey Glm‘

ces:  Commissioner Michacl Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jmmhan Ade
Senator
Senator
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michacl Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these ca.nis, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay i touch in their commumtxes

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino honseholds use them. Indeed, half of the housebolds with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With pas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
housebolds who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
mecet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consmmers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we a]l have.

I simply find it umma.gmable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should sinnd up for consumer juterests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Corimissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commlssmner Ionathan Adclstcm
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission °
445 12th Street, S W, -

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, yon will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use ithem. Indeed, half of the honseholds with incomes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part becanse
they save copsumers money. .

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neigbbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, buat for houses, or schedule many of the ather daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the Jargest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consamer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. -

Sincerely, ﬂw/ / M% Wt

ecs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathlcen Abernathy
Commissioner Xevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator B' .
Congressperson (, 'T_MMD Q\.n)ow):lr.a:)
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July 7, 2004
Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission -

445 12th Street, SW. -
Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not iinpose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you

" move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or

8103

disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commmmities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino houscholds use them. Indecd, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part becanse
they save consumers money. :

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many low-income -
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phope companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphanes or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards,
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the Jargest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consnmer interests aver corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. - :

Sincerely,

Commissioner Kathleen Aberathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Senstor ~To~toean. ML{.‘ LI. !
Senator ‘@ L S\«

Congressperson
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Commymications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC shonld not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move 1o increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards,
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are soprevalentmpartbecause
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephono service costs as well, In particular, many low-income
bouseholds who are on fixed incomes depend eatirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors, We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keepmg
affordable prepaid calling caxds a priority.

Cod 7824

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

go%%‘gﬁ' ﬂj,‘,,ra

Sincerely,
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July-7, 2004

Chairman Michacel Powal

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No, 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and othet minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommumications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees npon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers pationwide. '

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card seqvices. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to snbscribe to local
telephone service, rely npon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to dissdvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sefl the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Sincerely,

\/\I\(&d/«/ Kool
ccs:  Commissioner el Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Comunissioner Jonathan Adelstein
' Senator W ﬂm&‘ﬁl

Senator

Congressperson %Cw}
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou'
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling ca.rds
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many Jow-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon befare
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors, We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
Jjobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it ummagmable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests aver corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commussioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Senator’}c-\_,.,‘ Cavn_

Congresiidion

Sincerely,
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July 7, 2004

Chainman Michae] Powel]

Federal Commumications Commission
445 12th Street, S W,

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority commupities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from fooking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide, '

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accownts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service, Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges wounld amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid ealls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers, Allowing the large, jocal
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

%&@/W@W
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ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevig Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator e
Senator ), et
Congressperson
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No, 03-133

Chairman Powell;

The ¥CC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. '

The Latino community is particnlarly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part becanse
they save consumers money. '

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and Jow income conswmers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely npon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companjes insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

2e36 . MD

mmissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Yonathen Ade]sml\_ i
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S. W, .
‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority cc;mmumties 'rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends, But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services npon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service, Raxsmg the price of prepaid
calling cards will dircetly harm mdlvxduals who can least afford pnce increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuge to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

T 1

Commissioner Mi Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator (5. [ \ ﬂ‘;:ﬂ
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federa] Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should net impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in theit communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, haif of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling c.nrds are 50 prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consurers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, maay low-income
bouseholds who arc on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upao before
getting 4 phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use thése cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, huat for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

T simply find #t unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the Jargest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interestx over corporate gain by keepmg
affordable prepaid ealling cards a priority.

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Comumissioner Kathieen Abernathy
Commissioner Kcvin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely uporn low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

T understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
cstablishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants genior citizens, and others face similar challenges. :

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many constners
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Tmposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even When they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new accass charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

s Cald, e

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Conmissi Jonathan Adelstein
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Commumications Commission -
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell;

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. ButpendmgbcforctheFCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immed:ately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide,

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in—stn!e” access charges and other fas on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a ¢redit history, bagk accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to Iocal
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the anly option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
callmg cards will directly harm mdmduals who can least afford pnoe increases.

Imposmg in-state charges ‘would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards o disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, locel
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Pleass
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card

- ) %Lg

“ces: Commiissioner Michacl Copps
Commissioper Kathleen Abermnathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Senator Heteh ssonm,.
Senator T &-pajk
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Commmications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees apon services upon which we depend, xmmedmtely haming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considcnng applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, ALty consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Rmsmg the price of prepaid
calling cards will dlrectly harm individuals who can least afford pnce increascs.

Imposmg in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepnid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prcpa:d calling card
services.

Sincerely,

ccs:  Commissioner Michacl Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioper Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator Heddlesor,
Senator Aorngn
Congressperson n7
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July 7, 2004

Chaimman Michar) Powell

Federal Communications Commyjssion
445 12th Street, S W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE; WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell;

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, nnmedxately harming miilions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

Tunderstand that the FCC is considering applying “‘in-sw.e” access charges and other fes on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay conmected at set affordable rates,
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available ~ without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be Jeft without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a

customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please .

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new aocess charges and fees on prepaid calling card
SCI'VICCS

Sincerely,

O i ConraltS

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps

Commissioner Kathleen Abemnathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein .
Senatar L
Senator Cov
Congressperson 2
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michzae] Powell

Federal Communications Commission °
445 12th Street, S W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powsll:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplich many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immedjately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. ‘

I understand that the FCC is consideriog applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees an
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a ¢redit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone sesvice, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges,

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the oaly option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access 1o telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who cau least afford price increascs.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collcet such charges; even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services. . .

] %QA,U/Q | @ Q\JW o
-T Q,?C A/g ‘

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps

Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy

Cowmmissioner Kevin Martin

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein .

Senator Hectchtson
Senator oA sv. n
Congressperson 7
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W,

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to loeal
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards 1o disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, cven when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services, T '

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps . %

Commissioner Kathleen Abemnathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner fonathan Adelstein
Senator N

Senator

Congressperson
CAa
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washingtop, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman P0well:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately htummg millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is cons;dcxmg applying “in-state™ access charges and other fces on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to snbseribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set aﬁordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senjor citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As aresult, prepeid calling cards are the only option available ~ without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the nﬁlity of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when  they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Sincerely,

,MCagfmag(“jd

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein .

" Senator 544:"%{13{43‘4 S
Senator i\ dov
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Communications Comnission
445 12th Street, S W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Duocket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the housebolds with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part becanse
they save consumers money.

'With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend eatirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay *“connected” as we look for
jobs, huat for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it ummagmable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telepbone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over coiporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards 2 priority.

Sincerely,

Ho. @_Mm Y%&)@/

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abcraoathy
Commisstoner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator M chedon.
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W. -

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
movs to increase thé cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

- The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households vse them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre~-paid calling cards aresolsrevalentmpa:tbecause
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In patticular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors, 'We can use these cands to stay “connected” as we look for
Jjobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointmeats that we all have.

I simply find it vnimapgimable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.

Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the Jargest beneficiaries of such

charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer iuterests over corporate gain by keeping
. affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

= D0 T

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senstor %Md;m
Congressperson 7'\

s00 Xvd €¥:L0 YoozZ/bI/Ln




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell;

‘The FCC should mot impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If'you
* move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent mpanbemnse
they save consumers money,

With gas and milk prices almuiy holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In patticular, many low-income
bouseholds who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone, With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the Jargest beneficiaries of such
charges, The FCC should stand up for conswmer interests over corporate gaim by kacpmg
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sincerely, W‘% a) ﬂ”""‘\/
Teeas

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissjones Kathleen Abernathy
Compussioner Kevin Maxtin ;
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator M d;w

Senator "
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chaimman Michael Powel)

Federal Communications Commission °
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon Jow-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately barming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.,

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the onlly option available ~ without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Rmsmg the price of prepaid
callmg cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, loml
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling cardtoa
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantiafly less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Tus s "

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Comunissioner Jonathan Adelste;
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 |2th Street, S.W,

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No, 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for mmonty or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch i their communmes

The Latino community is particularly sansrhve to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part becanse
they save consumers money. ,

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use thess cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer tuterests aver coiporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

o M%ﬁ 17754

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissjoner Kathlecn Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Comm:ssmner Jonathan Adelstem
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